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To: Magee, Melanie[Magee.Melanie@epa.govl]; Robinson, Jeffrey[Robinson.Jeffrey@epa.govy;
Jones, Bruced[Jones.Bruced@epa.gov}; Shaikh, Taimur[Shaikh.Taimur@epa.gov]; Dwyer,
Stacey[Dwyer.Stacey@epa.govl; Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov}; Larsen,
Brent{Larsen.Brent@epa.govl; Gillespie, David[Gillespie.David@epa.gov}

From: Lawrence, Rob

Sent: Wed 2/28/2018 1:20:08 PM

Subject: Fwd: OIL MARKETS: La. supertanker port to reshape trade for Asian refiners

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:
From: "Casso, Ruben" <Casso.Ruben@epa.gov>
Date: February 27, 2018 at 9:29:07 AM MST

To: "Lawrence, Rob" <Lawrence Rob@epa.gov>
Subject: OIL MARKETS: La. supertanker port to reshape trade for Asian refiners

OIL MARKETS: La. supertanker port to reshape trade for Asian
refiners

Published: Tuesday, February 27, 2018

A Louisiana port that executed the nation's first loading of a crude supertanker earlier this month is
likely to benefit refiners in Asia, according to shipbroker Braemar ACM.

The Louisiana Offshore Oil Port (LOOP) will slash wait times and costs for Asian buyers, said the
firm in a report, while allowing those buyers to grow less dependent on traders who manage tanker
logistics in cases where supertankers can't be fully loaded.

In the past, Asian refiners have bought U.S. crude from traders who would load cargoes onto a
series of smaller vessels and arrange for supertankers to execute the loading out at sea.

The "bigger win for Asian buyers ... may be the ability for buyers to cut out the trader's margin by
using LOOP," wrote Braemar analyst Anoop Singh. "This is because most buyers of U.S. crude in
Asia take delivered barrels from traders, which have traditionally been better at managing" shipping
logistics, he said.

Middlemen won't be completely shut out of the mix, however. LOOP will likely carry out only one or
two shipments via very large crude carriers per month, said the report (Serene Cheong, Bloomberg,
Feb. 26).

Giant Oil Ships From the U.S. to Cut
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Time, Money and Traders

By
Serene Cheong

February 26, 2018 1:40 AM CST Updated on February 26, 2018 4:25 AM CST

nooooooo Big oil tankers sailing from the U.S. are set to bring along some
beneflts for refiners in Asia while allowing them to sidestep traders serving
the world’s top crude-buying region.

Gulf Coast terminal operated by the Louisiana Offshore Qil Port, or LOOP
will reduce costs and waiting time for Asian buyers of American supplies,
according to shipbroking firm Braemar ACM. It also reduces the need to rely
on traders to manage complicated tanker logistics that sometimes involve
multiple smaller vessels transferring crude into a bigger boat.

«_ooooon The first fully laden supertanker sailed from America earlier this
month, leaving for China from LOOP’s deep-water facility -- the only one in
the U.S. capable of filling some of the industry’s biggest tankers. In the wake
of an end to a four decade-ban on exports and as OPEC curbed output to
clear a glut, a stream of shipments from the Guif Coast headed east as
major buyers such as India and South Korea looked farther for supplies

and thelr role as middlemen at a time of increasing efficiency and improved
market transparency. Until now, Asian refiners have mostly purchased U.S.
oil that’s sold to them on a delivered basis by traders, who would source the
cargoes, load them onto smaller vessels and arrange for out-at-sea transfers
to supertankers that can’t enter the shallow berths of most American
terminals.

«corooon While it offers cost and time advantages, “the bigger win for Asian
buyers, however, may be the ability for buyers to cut out the trader’s margin
by using LOOP,” Anoop Singh, an analyst at Braemar ACM, wrote in a
tanker-market report. “This is because most buyers of U.S. crude in Asia
take delivered barrels from traders, which have traditionally been better at
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managing” the shipping logistics, he said.

«_0o0oo To be sure, traders are unlikely to lose all their business. Braemar
ACM expects LOOP shipments to average only 1 to 2 VLCCs a month, still
leaving plenty of other opportunities for crude to be exported from smaller
terminals.

c:ut about $3OO 000 in direct costs -- or 20 cents per barrel -- compared with
the current process of chartering several Aframax vessels to load barrels
from inland berths and ship-to-ship transfers to larger tankers, according to
Braemar ACM. Additionally, loading at the terminal also reduces the timeline
to one day from the four days that’s currently needed.

oooooooo To sweeten the deal, LOOP is also willing to offer storage space in
lts tanks at discounted rates to enable exporters to collate enough volumes
to fill a full VLCC. It has storage capacity of 71 million barrels, nearly as large
as the 78 million barrels at U.S. oil hub in Cushing, Oklahoma, Singh said in
the report.

oooooooo Based on the shipbroker’s estimates, U.S. exports have averaged
l 4 mlllron barrels a day this year, rising from 2017 when 1 million barrels a
day were shipped from its ports. About nine VLCCs a month departed during
the fourth quarter of last year, with more crude bound for the east of Suez
market. Those large ships were loaded using supply initially ferried by
smaller tankers.

nooooooo The supplies exported via LOOP may be focused on crude of so-
called medium-sour quality, Singh wrote in the Feb. 23 note. That’s due to
direct pipelines linking the most abundant Gulf of Mexico fields such as
Mars, Poseidon and Thunderhorse to LOOP’s storage terminal, bringing in
more than 500,000 barrels a day of production. These are different in
characteristics to light-sweet oil from shale fields, supplies from which have
pushed American output to a record.

coooooo “LOOP’s pipeline capacity has limited ability to bring in light-sweet
crudes Singh said. “Production of these crudes from Permian, Eagle Ford
and Bakken regions is growing fast. But these grades are primarily being
exported from ports in Texas because of better pipeline connectivity.”
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oo West Texas Intermediate crude, the U.S. benchmark, traded at
$63.54 a barrel at 5:22 a.m. in New York. Prices are up about 5 percent this
year.
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To: Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov]; Jones, Bruced[Jones.Bruced@epa.gov}; Wilson,
Scott{Wilson.Js@epa.gov]; Gillespie, David[Gillespie.David@epa.gov]

From: Sweeney, Stephen

Sent: Thur 3/8/2018 5:02:37 PM

Subject: RE: LOOP congressional inquiry

USCG-2000-6981-0002 LOOP License.pdf

Googling the name “Gordon Arbuckle” and “Louisiana Offshore Oil Port”, | came across
the attached document on the MARAD site.

Unlike the more recent (mid-2000s) DPA licenses for LNG import facilities, this one
does not seem to include requirements to obtain and comply with things like NPDES
permits.

| don’t know whether the LOOP license has been modified since the one attached.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
LICENSE TO OWN, CONSTRUCT AND OPERATE

A DEEPWATER PORT ISSUED TO LOOP L1LC

On January 17, 1977, the Secretary of Transportation of the United States of
America (hereinafter the "Secretary") pursuant to the Deepwater Port Act of
1974 (Pub. L.93-627) (hereinafter, as amended from time to time, the "Act"),
offered to LOOP Inc., a Delaware corporation a license to own, construct and
operate the Deepwater Port known as LOOP, off the shores of southern Louisiana.
LOOP INC. accepted the license and constructed and operated the deepwater
port. In 1996, with the approval of the Secretary, LOOP INC. reorganized and
became LOOP LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (hereinafter the
"Licensee”). In both 1984 and 1996, Congress amended the Act and in 1998,
pursuant to Sections 4(b)(2) and 4(e)(1) of the Act, the Licensee petitioned for a
review and amendment of the license. On the basis of the Act and the review
undertaken by the Department of Transportation upon petition of the Licensee,
the Secretary hereby issues to Licensee this amended and updated license to
own, construct and operate the Deepwater Port known as LOOP, off the shores of
southern Louisiana.

ARTICLE 1. General Obligations of Licensee.

The Licensee shall own, construct and operate the Deepwater Port and the
pipeline, storage, and other deepwater port facilities of the Licensee (such
facilities, together with the Deepwater Port, hereinafter the "Port Complex") in
accordance with the Act, any regulations promulgated thereunder (hereinafter
the "Regulations"), other applicable Federal laws and regulations, the applicable
laws of the nearest adjacent coastal state, the conditions of this license and the
Licensee's operations manual as the same may be amended and approved from
time to time (the "Operations Manual™).

ARTICLE 2. Term.

This license remains in effect unless suspended or revoked by the Secretary as
provided herein, or until surrendered by the Licensee.

The obligations of the Licensee contained in this license (except the obligations
under Articles 8 and 10 hereof) shall survive the expiration of the term of this

O . ey
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license or any revocation, termination or suspension of the rights and privileges
granted hereby and shall continue until the Licensee shall have been notified by
the Secretary in writing that such obligations have been satisfied and discharged,
or that satisfactory provision therefor has been made.

ARTICLE 3. Location and Design.

The Licensee is authorized to construct and emplace offshore platforms, mooring
buoys, pipelines, and related offshore facilities comprising the Deepwater Port,
at the locations shown on, and in accordance with, the charts and descriptions in
the application for this license (the "Application") or the Operations Manual to
the extent that such locations are on the Outer Continental Shelf, outside of the
jurisdiction of the State of Louisiana.

The Licensee shall design, locate and construct facilities included in the Port
Complex, including but not limited to storage facilities and onshore pipelines,
substantially in accordance with the locations and descriptions set forth in the
Application or the Operations Manual. In reviewing proposed amendments to
the Operations Manual, the Coast Guard shall consider adverse environmental
impacts, inconsistency with the conditions of this license, and applicable
engineering and safety codes and impacts upon efficiency.

This license does not convey any rights or interests or any exclusive privileges,
except as expressly set forth herein in respect of lands on the Outer Continental
Shelf, in or to real property, whether by title, easement, or otherwise, and it does
not authorize any infringement of applicable Federal, State, or local laws or
regulations, or the property rights of any person.

ARTICLE 4. _Construction.

All work in the construction of any expansion or modification of the Port
Complex shall be undertaken in a manner that does not interfere with the
reasonable use of the high seas, adversely affect the safety of navigation, or pose
a threat to human safety or health or to the environment,

Construction of the Port Complex shall not commence until the Licensee shall
have submitted a quality assurance program for approval of the Coast Guard,
and such approval shall have been received. The program shall include
provision for inspection, testing or other procedures with respect to any
component fabricated or material ordered prior to the approval and
implementation of the quality assurance program.

The Licensee shall submit to inspection of the construction, operation and
maintenance of the Port Complex at any time by the Commandant or his
designate and by other Federal officials pursuant to their responsibilities under
Federal law. The Licensee shall cooperate fully with all Federal inspection
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personnel and shall furnish them such access, facilities information, notice and
services as they reasonably may require in the performance of their
responsibilities. All facilities and services provided to Federal inspection
personnel shall be equal in quality to that provided to the Licensee's
representatives.

During the construction of any expansion or modification of the Port Complex
the Licensee shall make office space available for inspection personnel at all
construction and fabrication sites and shall provide subsistence, quarters,
transportation and voice communications to shore for persons conducting
inspections at offshore sites.

ARTICLE 5. _Operations.

The Licensee shall operate the Port Complex at all times (a) without
unreasonable interference with international navigation or other reasonable uses
of the high seas and (b) in accordance with the Port Operations Manual

approved in accordance with the Regulations.

ARTICLE 6. _Environmental Protection.

The Licensee shall keep informed about procedures and equipment suitable for
minimizing adverse effects on the marine environment and shall from time to
time procure and employ the best available technology for such purposes.

ARTICLE 7. [Financial Responsibility.

The Licensee has and shall have in effect guaranties approved by the Secretary
(any such guaranty, hereinafter a "Guaranty”), of its obligations under Articles 4
and 17 hereof by parties which the Secretary has determined are financially
capable of performing such obligations and meeting such liability.

Each Guaranty provides for several liability of the guarantor for the obligations
of the Licensee under Articles 4 and 17 of this license, is enforceable by any
party having a claim against the Licensee under said provisions and provides for
regular reports to the Secretary in respect of financial condition.

The Licensee shall not assign or grant to any person any right in a Guaranty or
any rights thereunder, if such assignment or grant would make such Guaranty
unavailable for the satisfaction of any claim against the Licensee under the
obligations guaranteed by such Guaranty.

Licensee shall demonstrate financial responsibility under Section 1016 of the Oil
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Pollution Act of 1990 (33 US.C. § 2716 (c)(2)) in accordance with the letters in
Annex A, or in such other manner as the Office of the Secretary may hereafter
provide. The Secretary may require or accept in addition to, or in lieu of, such
statement of financial responsibility the following, or any combination thereof,
for any of the obligations enumerated above: insurance policies, surety bonds,
owner guarantees of the Licensee's financial obligations in proportion to each
Owner's respective interest in the Licensee; the cash deficiency provisions in a
throughput and deficiency agreement filed with the Secretary; qualification as
self-insurer. In order to qualify as a self-insurer the Licensee shall be required to
maintain in the United States net worth in the amount for which such
qualification is sought.

ARTICLE 8. Vessels. Shipments. Nondiscrimination & Rates.

In order to comply with its obligations under Section 8 of the Act, and subject to
the conditions stated in its Operations Manual and its Terms and Conditions of
Service, the Licensee shall furnish all facilities and services necessary and
appropriate for the mooring of, unloading oil cargoes from, and otherwise
handling and accommodating (but not fueling, manning or victualing, unless the
Licensee shall so elect), all vessels that may reasonably be expected to utilize the
facilities of the Deepwater Port, giving consideration to the availability of
alternative domestic onshore facilities and the environmental and navigational
risks associated with the use of such alternative facilities; provided, however,
that the Licensee shall not be required to moor and accept cargoes from any
vessel that, by reason of unique characteristics, cannot be accommodated at the
Deepwater Port without undue expense or hazard.

ARTICLE 9. _Expansion.

The Licensee may expand the Port Complex to an average daily throughput
capacity of up to 4,250,000 barrels.

ARTICLE 10. Inland Transportation.

The Licensee shall establish with such common carrier pipelines as are owned or
controlled by the Owners of the Licensee and their affiliates, or any of them, fair
and adequate arrangements as may be reasonably required for the
transportation of oil from the Port Complex to inland points served by such
pipelines. Any requirements in such arrangements for minimum tender,
shipment specification, or other conditions of shipment shall not be more
restrictive than the conditions of shipment for the Port Complex, except such
requirements that may be justified by pre-existing physical limitations of
connecting facilities which cannot be readily corrected without substantial
investment. The arrangements shall include a requirement that policies and
practices concerning acceptance of cargoes when tenders exceed capacity shall

b bttt . . P —
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be consistent with the policies and practices of the Port Complex. If any such
common carrier pipeline fails or refuses to accept a shipment or any part thereof
when properly tendered, the Licensee shall store such shipment or part without
penalty until it shall have been accepted by such carrier.

Any pipeline constructed or extended after the date of issuance hereof, owned or
controlled by the Owners or affiliates, or any of them, which will or reasonably
could provide a connection between the Port Complex and any common carrier
pipeline, shall (a) be owned by a single entity which shall operate such pipeline
as a common carrier under the Interstate Commerce Act, (b) provide for
terminal tankage on a common warehouse basis, and (c¢) participate in joint
arrangements and conduct operations in a manner consistent with the

provisions of the preceding paragraph.

The Licensee shall use its best efforts to establish similar arrangements with
common carrier pipelines, not owned or controlled by Owners or affiliates,
which will or reasonably could provide a connection with the Port Complex.

As used in this Article, the term "ownership” shall include, but not be limited to,
ownership of any legal entity owning pipeline facilities and any joint interest in
pipeline facilities. The term "control” shall mean actual or legal control,
contractual control, control by ownership of the majority of the voting stock in a
corporation owning pipeline facilities or ownership of the majority of joint
interests in pipeline facilities. The term "affiliate" shall include any corporation
or legal entity, controlled by, controlling, or under common control with the
Licensee or any Owner.

ARTICLE 11. Hazard Prevention.

Notwithstanding any other provision of this license, the Licensee shall take all
reasonable measures necessary to prevent hazards to human safety and health,
property and to the environment that may arise from any activity concerning
the construction, operation, maintenance, or termination of all or any part of the
Port Complex.

ARTICLE 12. _Indemnification.

The Licensee shall indemnify the Secretary, the United States of America, the
State of Louisiana and its or their agents and employees (the “Indemnified
Parties”), for, and hold them harmless from, any demand, claim, or cause of
action, including but not limited to any demand, claimm or cause of action for loss
or damage to property or personal injury or death to persons caused by or
resulting from any operation, act or omission at the Port Complex conducted by
or on behalf of the Licensee. However, the Licensee shall not be held responsible
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to the Indemnified Parties under this section for any loss, damage, injury or
death caused by or resulting from:

(a) negligence of an Indemnified Party other than the commission or
omission of a discretionary function or duty on the party of a Federal Agency
whether or not the discretion involved is abused; or

(b) the Licensee's non-negligent compliance with an order or directive of
an Indemnified Party.

ARTICLE 13. _Transferability. Ownpership Interests.

Neither this license nor any right or privilege afforded hereby, nor any
ownership interest in the Licensee shall be assigned or transferred by the
Licensee without the consent of the Secretary.

ARTICLE 14. Egual Opportunity.

The Licensee shall take affirmative action to:

(a) ensure that no person shall on the ground of race, color, religion, sex
or national origin be excluded from participation in, or denied the benefits of, or
be subjected to discrimination under any activity conducted under the license;

(b) ensure that the employment practices and policies of the Licensee, its
contractors and their subcontractors, regardless of tier, performing work or
providing materials, services or supplies in connection with or for the
ownership, construction or operation of the Port Complex, shall not discriminate
against any person because of race, color, religion, sex or national origin; and

(c) ensure that business opportunities, including contracts and
subcontracts for construction, materials, supplies or services shall be advertised
and awarded in a manner designed to ensure reasonable and significant
participation in such opportunities in a nondiscriminatory manner.

The Licensee shall develop and submit to the Secretary for his approval, within
six months after the effective date of this license, a written affirmative action
program to ensure that persons and businesses are not discriminated against
because of race, color, religion, sex or national origin in activities conducted
under the license, and that minorities and minority businesses receive a fair
proportion of employment and contractual opportunities which will result from
such activities.

The Licensee shall take the action necessary to implement the affirmative action
program as approved by the Secretary.
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ARTICLE 15. _Conformance of Corporate Pocuments.

The Licensee and the Owners shall not have, and shall not enter into or file with
any government body any corporate document or agreement among themselves
or with others inconsistent with the terms hereof,

ARTICLE 16. Cause for Suspension or Termination.

If, during the term of this license, one or more of the following events shall
occur:

(a) the Licensee or any Owner shall fail to observe or perform any
obligation or condition contained herein or in a Guaranty, and such failure shall
continue after written notice from the Secretary specifying the failure and
demanding that the same be remedied within the period specified in such notice,
which shall be not less than 30 days unless a lesser period is necessary to protect
public health or safety or to eliminate imminent and substantial danger to the
environment; or

(b) any statement of the Licensee or any Owner or affiliate contained in
the Application, or in any document submitted to the Secretary or the
Commandant in connection with the Application or a request for approval
thereunder, hereunder, or under the Regulations, shall contain a material
misrepresentation or an omission of a material fact; or

(c) an unauthorized assignment or transfer of this license or any rights
granted hereby or of any Guaranty; or

(d) there shall be filed by or against the Licensee, any Owner, or any
guarantor of an Owner, a petition in bankruptcy or insolvency or for
reorganization or for the appointment of a receiver or trustee of all or a portion
of the Licensee's, or such Owner's or guarantor's property, or if the Licensee or
any Owner or guarantor thereof makes an assignment for the benefit of creditors
or takes advantage of any insolvency act, and, in the case of an involuntary
proceeding, within sixty days after the initiation of the proceeding the Licensee
or such Owner or guarantor fails to secure a discontinuance of the proceeding,
unless in the case of an Owner or guarantor, the Licensee shall have procured a
Guaranty satisfactory to the Secretary of the obligations of such Owner or
guaramor; or

(e) the Licensee shall have discontinued operating the Deepwater Port for
a period of sixty days unless such failure is due to authorized construction
activities or force majeure, or unless the Secretary shall have authorized such
discontinuance; oOfr

(f) the Licensee shall fail to comply with any order of a court of
competent jurisdiction, or fail to satisfy a judgment, issued or arising out of a

e oo - S
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breach of any provision of this license, or any violation of the Act or Regulations;
or

(g) the Licensee shall fail to comply with any compliance order issued by
the Secretary, within the period set forth therein for compliance, and such
compliance order shall not have been appealed pursuant to the provision of the
then prevailing regulations in respect thereof or a final determination in fespect
of such an appeal shall have been made;

then, in any such case, the Secretary, at his option, may suspend or revoke this
license or any right or privilege afforded the Licensee hereunder in accordance
with the then prevailing regulations for suspension or revocation of licenses
issued under the Act. Without limiting the foregoing, the Secretary may proceed
(or request the Attorney General to proceed) by appropriate court action or
actions either at law or in equity, to enforce performance by the Licensee or the
Owners of the applicable provisions of this license or to recover damages for the
breach thereof.

If the Secretary has reason to believe that the Licensee is not in compliance with
Section 8 of the Act, the Secretary, in addition to the remedies described above
in subparagraphs (a), (f), or (g), may commence an appropriate proceeding
before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (or its successor agency) or
request the Attorney General to take appropriate steps to enforce compliance
with Section 8 and, when appropriate, to secure the imposition of appropriate
sanctions. In addition, the Secretary may suspend or revoke this License if the
Licensee is not complying with its obligations under Section 8 of the Act.

The remedies in this license provided in favor of the Licensor shall not be
deemed exclusive but shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to all other
remedies in its favor existing in the Act, the Regulations, and otherwise at law
and in equity.

The failure of the Secretary to exercise his rights upon the occurrence of any of
the contingencies set forth herein shall not constitute a waiver of any such right
upon the continuation or recurrence of any such contingency, nor shall
performance by the Secretary of the obligations of the Licensee constitute a
waiver of any other right.

No action by the Secretary or the Attorney General for the enforcement of the
terms hereof shall limit or restrict any right of a shipper or other person
aggrieved by breach of the conditions and obligations of the Licensee contained
herein, or by suspension or revocation of this license arising out of any such
breach. The Licensee shall promptly npotify all shippers of cargo and masters of
vessels potentially affected by such suspension or revocation of the details,
including the probable duration of a suspension, and shall take all precautions
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and use its best efforts to minimize inconvenience and expense to such shippers
and masters.

ARTICLE 17. _Removal.

Upon termination or revocation of this license, unless a petition for transfer is
pending or has been approved, the Licensee shall remove all components of the
Deepwater Port in accordance with plans approved by the Secretary. A plan for
removal must be submitted by the Licensee to the Secretary within 30 days after
the termination or revocation of this license. If the Licensee seeks a waiver of
requirements to remove components as permitted by the Act, it may include
such request in its removal plans. Removal must be completed within one year
after the Licensee receives the Secretary's approval of the removal plans. Ifa
petition for transfer of the license is pending, the obligation of the Licensee to
take removal actions shall be suspended until the Secretary acts upon the
transfer petition.

If the Licensee fails to remove any component of the Deepwater Port, the
Secretary may arrange for its removal, and the Licensee shall be liable for the
removal costs incurred.

ARTICLE 18. _Enforcement. Delegation.

The rights, powers and authority of the Secretary hereunder may be enforced by
the Attorney General or such other official of the United States of America
having authority to enforce the provisions of the Act or having jurisdiction of
the matters covered hereby or thereby.

The rights, powers and authority of the Secretary hereunder and under the Act
and Regulations may be exercised and enforced by the Commandant and such
agents or employees of the Department of Transportation and the Coast Guard
to whom such rights, powers and authority may from time to time be delegated,
whether generally by means of customary procedures of the Department of
Transportation or specifically by delegation or appointment.

ARTICLE 19. _Reports.

In addition to the reports required by the Regulations, the Licensee shall furnish
such other information as the Commandant or the Secretary may reasonably
request from time to time. The Licensee shall notify the Secretary of the
pendency of any proceeding, order, or other judicial or administrative action
concerning the activities covered hereby, and shall advise the Secretary from
time to time of the status and results of any such action.

ARTICLE 20. _Definitions.
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Except as otherwise defined herein, the terms used in this license shall have the
meanings specified in the Act.

ARTICLE 21. _Limitations and Counstruction.

Except as expressly set forth in this license, no other license, authorization,
permit or approval required by law is granted hereby. This license does not
authorize anything that is or may be found to be in conflict with the Act, or the
Regulations issued under the Act.

The approval of the Secretary or the Coast Guard of any design, construction

method, or operating procedure, or any other approval granted by this license,

shall not relieve the Licensee of liability that it may incur in the ownership, |
construction, or operation of the Deepwater Port.

ARTICLE 22. _Responsibilities of Employees.

The Licensee shall cause its agents, employees, contractors and subcontractors to
comply with all applicable provisions of this license.

ARTICLE 23, Notice.

Any notice required or permitted to be given by this license, the Act or the
Regulations shall be deemed to have been given when delivered or when
deposited in the United States mails, first-class postage prepaid, addressed as
follows:

(a) if to the Secretary, to the Secretary of Transportation or to the
Commandant of the Coast Guard at the United States Department of
Transportation, Washington, D.C. 20590, unless required otherwise by
regulation or another provision of this license;

(b) if to the Licensee, at One Seine Court, Suite 500, New Orleans,
Louisiana 70114,

The Licensee - shall notify the Secretary of any change in its address within five
days of the change.

ARTICLE 24. _Severability.

Each provision of this license is, and shall be deemed to be separate and
independent of any other provision. If any provision of this license is held
invalid or unenforceable or the operation thereof shall be suspended by order of
a court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder of this license shall not be
affected and shall be valid and enforced to the fullest extent permitted by law.

ED_001 774D_00000228-0001 0





11

Any such invalidity or unenforceability in any jurisdiction shall not invalidate or
render unenforceable such provision 'in any other jurisdiction.

Issued: jyne 1, 2000

[,
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AGREEMENT TO COMPLY

Pursuant to the provisions of section 4(e)(2) of the Deepwater Port Act of 1974,
LOOP LLC hereby accepts the license to own, construct and operate a deepwater
port, to which this agreement is attached, and in consideration thereof agrees to
comply with and be bound by all conditions and provisions contained therein.

LOOP LLC

w,

____________ TR, S o
Q:T{Q\ President

Dated: June 7, 2000
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ANNEX A:
FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY

Attachment (1): August 7, 1980 (William B. Johnston) letter from the Office of
the Secretary of Transportation to John Oberdorfer, Esq. of Patton,
Boggs & Blow.

Attachment (2): April 27, 1981 (J. Gordon Arbuckle) letter from Patton, Boggs &

Blow to Ms. Judith T. Conner, Assistant Secretary for Policy and
International Affairs, Department of Transportation.
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590 «

A T X

John Oberdorfer, Esg.
Patton, Boggs & Blow
2550 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Dear John:

As a result of recent discussions, 1 believe we have reached agreement

on what LOOP should submit to meet, in part through self-insurance,

the requirement of section 18 of the Deepwater Port Act that the licensee
"carry insurance or give evidence of other financial responsibility

in an amount sufficient to meet the liabilities imposed” by the Act

for damages (including cleanup costs) that result from discharge of

oil from the port or from a vessel moored at the port, as well as Article
9 of the license. In your letters of November 29,1979, and March 13,
1980, you put forth the proposal that LOOP would use a combination of

an insurance policy, working capital, and net worth (including fixed
assets) to satisfy the financial responsibility requirements. Based

on this suggestion and your further conversations with the Department,

we believe that a program which meets the following requirements would
- satisfy the license and statutory requirements.

(1) At the time it commences operations, LOOP shall have a combination
of an effective paid up insurance policy covering claims against the
licensee under section 18 of the Act and initial working capital of

LOOP (calculated from the financial statements and reports that LOOP will
submit to the Secretary under Item 4 below), as follows:

If the insurance limits are */: Then initial working capital
: required is at least:

(i) $50 million per occurrence, and
$75 million million annual aggregate $25 million

(i1) $100 million per occurrence,
$150 million annual aggregate B $15 million

(i11) $150 million per occurrence,
$225 million annual aggregate $10 million

*/ For policy limits and deductible levels other than those listed,
LOOP is required to seek prior approval by the Secretary. For aggregate
insurance limits between the amounts stated, the corresponding working
capital requirement may be calculated by interpolation.
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A policy written by OIL Insurance Limited (OIL), in substantially the

same form as the policy dated Maarch 1980 (which was submitted to the
Department on May 23, 1980), with a deductible not exceeding 35 million,
shall be considered an appropriate policy for the purposes of this program,
including the requirement of Items 1, 2, and 3.

(2) LOOP will, at all times, starting with the commencement of operations
and ending when LOOP ceases to operate under the license, maintain as
evidence of financial responsibility the following:

{a) Net worth of LOOP, calculated from the financial statements §§
and reports that LOOP will submit to the Secretary under B e
Item 4 below, of $50,000,000; and

(b) A combination of an effective, paid up insurance policy =
covering claims against the licensee under section 18 3
of the Act and working capital of LOOP {calculated from i
the financial statements and reports that LOOP will submit -
to the Secretary under Item 4 below) that satisfies
item 3 herein.

(3)}(a) If at any time LOOP has knowledge that the sum of

(i) the net annual aggregate value of its OIL fﬁ
policy coverage, as defined in the last
~ paragraph of this subsection plus

{(i1) LOOP's working capital (in excess of an - - . - -
. amount equal to the deductible on the
annual OIL policy)

has fallen below $100 million, LOOP shall, within five days, bring such 23
sum back to at Yeast $100 million. This may be accomplished by procuring 3]
a supplemental insurance policy (which may include an increase in the
increased occurrence and annual aggregate limit of the OIL policy; or

a replacement policy to be approved by the Secretary) or, in the alternative,
a letter of credit from a financially responsible entity, or a surety

bond executed by a surety company which is certified by the United States
Department of Treasury with respect to the issuance of federal bonds

in the penal sum of the bond, the terms of which letter of credit, or

surety bond allow funds to be used to meet liabilities under section

18, and shall notify the Secretary of such action. If a replacement

of policy is procured, LOOP shall be considered in compliance with Item

2 during review and pending appcoval of such policy by the Secretary.
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The net aggregate annual value of LOOP's oil policy coverage shall equal
the policy's annual aggregate limit less--

AT

ppraEseLgretel
A wELy
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(i) the amounts of all claims and expected claims
against LOOP arising out of occurrences in the
current policy year that would result in
1iability under section 18, whether or not such 3
claims have been or shall be made by LOOP &
against the policy, &

[ Iele i 31
j43 1341
13ty

{ii) the amount of any other claims arising out of
occurrences in the current policy year that
LOOP has made against the policy, and

(iii) the amount of any net annual aggregate value
of the OIL policy that is dedicated to - -
fulfiliment of Item 3(b).

(b) If, at the close of any quarterly reporting period, LOOP's
net worth has fallen below the amount required by Item 2{(a) above, and
such deficiency shall not have been cured by the close of the quarterly
reporting period ending six months after the close of the period within
which the deficit first occurred, LOOP shall, within five days, remedy
such deficiency. This may be accomplished by procuring in an amount
equal to such deficiency a supplemental insurance policy (which may
include dedication of any part of the net annual aggregate - value of
the OIL policy not required for purposes of Item 3(a); or an OIL policy i
of increased occurrence annual aggregate limits; or a replacement policy :
to be approved by the Secretary) or, in the alternative, a letter of :
credit from a financially responsible entity, or a surety bond executed
by a surety company which is certified by the United States Department :
of the Treasury with respect to the issuance of federal bonds in the F
penal sum of the bond, the terms of which letter of credit or surety :
bond allow funds to be used to meet liabilities under section 18, and
shall notify the Secretary of such action. If a replacement policy -
is procured, LOOP shall be considered in compliance with Item 3{(b) during
review and pending approval of such policy by the Secretary.

(4) LOOP will report to the Secretary in a manner similar to that described
in the regulations of the Federal Maritime Commpission governing self-insurance
for Alaska pipeline oil pollution (46 C.F.R. 543.6(a)(3)(i)-(v}).

In addition, for any period during which LOOP relies on an insurance

policy to meet part of the financial responsibility requirement, LOOP's
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reports shall include a statement (certified by an officer of LDOP)

of the type and amount of such insurance, and of any changes made in

the policy, and in any period in which LOOP relies on supplemental insurance,
a letter of credit or a surety bond (as described in Item 3) a statement,
similarly certified, or the type and amount of such insurance or letter

of credit, or bond.

(5) LOOP shall provide the Department with the following assurances:

(a) That its previous statement that LOOP will
not grant its crediters or any other person
any right in LOOP's fixed assets that would be
superior to the rights of any judgment creditor
will continue in effect; and

{b) That LOOP will make its best efforts to
assure the availability, within five days of its
request, of the supplemental insurance policy, -
letter of credit, or surety bond, under the
circumstances described in Item 3.

We believe that the proposal described is acceptable for LOOP's satisfaction
of the terms of the license. Please let us know if this structure is
acceptable to LOOP; we can then work out the details of reporting.

Sincerely |
(i 5 44wé:
William é. Johnston

Assistant Secretary for Policy
and International Affairs
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April 27, 1981

HAND DELIVER

Ms. Judith T. Connor
Assistant Secretary for
Policy and Intermnational Affairs
Department of Transportation
400 7th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20590

Dear Ms.

Connorx:

In furtherance of Mr. William B. Johnston's letter to
John Oberdorfer of August 7, 1980 ("the Johnston letter"),
we are hereby submitting a statement of the procedures by
which LOOP, Inc. will provide the Department of Transportation
{"the Department”) with information in fulfillment of LOOP's
financial responsibility obligations under Section 18 of the
Deepwater Port Act. The procedures, which are set forth
below, are adapted from the Federal Maritime Commission regulatio
governing self insurance for Alaska pipeline oil pollution.
46 C.F.R. § 543.6(a) (3)(i)-(v) (1980).

Two days prior to the date of receipt of first oil, LOOP
will submit to the Department ‘the following information:

{a) Copies of the annual nonconsolidated balance sheet
and the annual nonconsolidated statement of income and surplus
for. the most recent fiscal year; :

(b) An affidavit by the Corporate Treasurer indicating
that, as of date first oil is received, LOOP's net worth and
working capital will be at the levels reguired in the
Johnston letter-or that, in the alternative, letters of credit,
in amounts sufficient to cure deficiencies will be in effect;
and B

{(c) A copy of the current and effective insurance
policy(ies) upon which LOOP %s relying to meet its financial
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PATTON, BOGGS & BLOW .

Ms. Judith T. Connor
April 27, 1981
Page Two

rPSponSLblllty obllgatlons, as well as any actual or anticipated
claims against said policy({ies) as described at page 3 of the
Johnston letter.

Thereafter, LOOP will submit the following information: -

(1) Within three months after the close of a fiscal
year, LOOP will submit an annual current balance sheet and an
annual current statement of income and surplus for that fiscal
year. LOOP's fiscal year now runs January 1 through December
31, hence these statements will be due on March 31. Each
statement will ‘be certified by an independent Certified
Public Accountant.

To the extent that LOOP's net worth and working capital
are not explicitly set forth in the statements, such information
will be readily derivable by simple mathematical operations
which will be explained in-a letter accompanying them.

In the event that LOOP has assets outside the United
States, the aforesaid statements will be accompanied by an
additional statement from the accountant, certifying to the
total amount of current assets which are located in the United
States. The statements will be submitted in unconsolidated
form unless LOOP notifies the Department otherwise at least
sixty (60) days prior to the date for submission of the next
-+ - report, in which case procedures will be established for the
submission of additional information similar to that set
forth in 46 C.F.R. § 453.6(a) (3) (i) (1980).

(2) A supplementary statement by an officer of LOOP
who is also a Certified Public Accountant will be submitted
certifying that, as of the end of the first six months of
LOOP's fiscal year, its working capital and net worth have
not fallen below the amounts required in the Johnston letter.
This statement will be based upon the results of mid-year
financial appraisal to be conducted-by LOOP's in-house
accountants and will be submitted within two months following
the close of .the six-month period, i.e., by August 30.

(3) Supplemental affidavits by LOOP's Treasurer will be
submitted stating that its working capital and net worth
have not fallen below- the regquired amounts as of the close
of the first and third quarters of the fiscal year. These
reports will be due within one month after the close of each
quarter, i.e., by April 30 and October 31, respectively.
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Ms. Judith T. Connor
April 27, 1981
Page Three

/o (4) With each report described in Items (1)-(3) above,
LOOP will include a statement certified by an officer of LOOP
of the type and amount of insurance upon which it is relying
to meet its financial responsibility obligations. The
statement will indicate the annual aggregate limit of LOOP's
insurance coverage, the deductible level, and any actual or
anticipated claims as described at page 3 of the Johnston
letter. : . . '

(5) LOOP will notify the Department within one month
following the renewal of the insurance coverage upon which
it is relying to meet its financial responsibility obligatiocns
of the making of any substantive changes in such coverage.

N (6) With each quarterly report, LOOP will provide the
Department with an affidavit by a corporate officer containing
the assurances set forth in Item (5) of the Johnston letter.

(7) In any period in which LOOP relies on supplemental
insurance, a letter of credit or a surety bond (as described
in Item (3) of the Johnston letter), it will include a
certified statement of - same in the next guarterly report.

(8) In addition to thé foregoing periodic reports, LOOP
will provide the Secretary of Transportation with the
notification required by Items (3)(a) and (b) of the Johnston
letter. Such notification will be_ provided within five (5) . .. _.
business days of the date that LOOP knows or has reason to -
know that its working capital, net worth or insurance coverage
have fallen below the required levels and will indicate that
the deficiency has been cured in accordance with the Johnston
letter.

(9)' A report shall be deemed submitted when one (1)
copy is delivered to the Department official whose name appears
below or when it is sent by first class mail, postage pre-paid
to: - ‘ C

Secretary

Department of Transportation
400 7th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20590

If a report is due on a Saturday, Sunday or Hoi{day, it will be
due on the next business day. *

»
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~Ms..Judith T. Connor
April 27, 1981
Page Four

We trust that you will find that the foregoing constitutes
complete compliance with the reporting requirements contemplated
by the Johnston letter. Please do not hesitate to contact us
with any questions you might have. ' ‘ .

t .
Sincerely,
' 43}57*7C12>~“““\\M
J. Gordon Arbuckle
JGA/XIt .
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LOUISIANA OFFSHORE OIL PORT
OPERATIONS MANUAL
ADDENDUM

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

The Licensee shall implement in the design, construction, operation and
maintenance of the Deepwater Port Complex measures described in the
Application necessary to prevent, minimize or mitigate adverse environmental
effects. The Licensee shall observe all special requirements set forth below and
shall comply with all State laws, regulations and program requirements relating
to environmental protection, land and water use, and coastal zone management.

The Licensee shall cooperate fully with Federal, State, and local agencies in the
containment of, and mitigation of damage from, oil spills, whether or not arising
out of operation of the Deepwater Port.

LOOP’S SPECIAL ENVIRONMENTAL REQUIREMENTS
(formerly contained in Annex A to the original license)

This section contains conditions to be made on the LOOP license to construct and
operate a deepwater port off the coast of Louisiana. These conditions were
developed in the process of the preparation of the environmental impact
statement and the subsequent environmental review of the project. The
authority of these conditions may be found in the Deepwater Port Act, Section
4(c)(1), 33 USC 1503 (e)(1), the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 USC
662), the Endangered Species Act (16 USC 1536), the Department of
Transportation Act, Section 4(f) (49 USC 1653(f)), and the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 (16 USC 470 et seq.) and its resulting regulations at 36
CFR 800. These conditions are also pursuant to and in furtherance of the
Department of Transportation policy to “assure the protection, preservation, and
enhancement of the nation’s wetlands to the fullest extent practicable during the
planning, construction, and operation of transportation facilities and projects.”
(DOT Order 5660.1 dated 21 May 1975).

(1) Project Changes

The Licensee must submit with any substantive proposed changes in the project
or project plans an “Environmental Assessment” discussing the probable
environmental consequences, adverse and beneficial, of the change. The
“Environmental Assessment” shall be of a detail to a depth considered
appropriate to the nature of the proposal.

U
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(2) Brine Discharge Location

The Licensee shall sample the salt in the dome and the prospective leach water
to determine their chemical compositions. He shall perform bioassay studies to
determine more precisely the potential effects on marine life and habitats of the
construction phase discharges and report the results of such studies and
sampling to the U.S. Coast Guard. Following that determination, the Licensee
shall perform similar studies to determine whether hydrocarbons or other
contaminants may be expected to be entrained in the operating phase brines,
and the extent to which the brines might harm indigenous sensitive marine
organisms.

To form a more definitive basis for judgement of the relative merits of relocating
the proposed brine discharge in deeper waters, a supplementary in situ sampling
program shall be undertaken by the Licensee. Such a program would build on
the data acquired by Nicholls State University in 1973 and 1974, with replicate
benthic sampling in the vicinity of NSU Station 2 and along a reasonable (e.g., 5
mile) extension of the proposed pipeline bearing at several new stations,
increasing in depth by three to five meter increments. The location of the brine
diffuser could then be considered on the basis of combined knowledge or local
benthic faunal organisms as determined by the aforementioned bioassays.
Further, I am directing the Commandant to give special attention to oil/brine
separator system technology for potential application to the LOOP facility.

(3) Use of Al ive Metals for Sacrificial Anod
To further define and potentially mitigate the adverse impact potential of zinc
sacrificial anodes the Licensee shall monitor zinc fate and effects in the project
area and report the results to the U.S. Coast Guard. The results of this
monitoring along with additional information on the reliability of alternative
protection systems, will provide the basis for a later determination as to the
anodic protection to be used for subsequent phases of LOOP.

(4) Offshore and Nearshore Pipelines

Since the offshore pipeline system is planned to be constructed in three steps
(1980, 1981, and 1989), results of natural backfilling shall be closely monitored
and reported to the U.S. Coast Guard by the Licensee after Phase I to ascertain its
rate and extent. If results are favorable, Phase I could be carried out in a similar
manner. If not, appropriate measures may be required (including importation
of fill) to accomplish backfilling of the Phase I line as well as for subsequent
phases.

At the discretion of the Commandant, the offshore pipelines shall be marked
with buoys so long as they rest on the seabed prior to jetting into trenches, and
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also after jetting into trenches having a cover depth of 4 feet or less. Any buoys
shall be removed when backfilling of the trenches has reached the top of the

pipe.

In the surf zone and across the beach, special construction methods may be
necessary to prevent undermining and displacement of the pipelines due to
erosion of supporting soil, and to control surge flows through the pipeline
trench.

(5) Pipeline Servi . Road
Where service and access roads traverse marsh areas, the Licensee shall use
trestle-type structures, culverts, or other drainage systems at appropriate

intervals in lieu of earth embankments, so as not to alter drainage patterns.

In order to prevent disturbance of the ground on account of unsuitable subgrade
material, the Licensee shall give due consideration to constructing the roadway

embankment upon filter fabric or similar material placed upon the undisturbed
ground,

(6) Specific M Minimize H he Wi S Wildlif
Management Area and Other Wetlands

The Licensee shall construct spoil banks in such a manner to reduce the amount
of spoil lost to runoff and to ensure retrieval of a maximum amount of spoil for
backfilling of canals. Intermittent breaks shall be made in spoil banks by the
Licensee to permit natural tidal flow past them.

The Licensee shall backfill to retrieve a maximum amount of spoil and restore
spoil areas to surrounding elevations, and when appropriate, backfill shall be
imported from an appropriate non-wetland source to ensure that a backfill
deficit due to compaction, oxidation, runoff loss or other cause is made up and
pipeline canals are completely filled in.

The Licensee shall construct permanent bulkheading wherever construction
canals intersect other waterbodies to prevent saline intrustion along canals,
backfilled or otherwise, across isohaline lines and shall construct, in backfilled
canals, berms or other low backfill barriers at intervals along the canals to
prevent advance across isohaline lines along the backfilled canals of sheetflow
entering the canals. The Licensee shall maintain permanent bulkheads so their
function is guaranteed.

The Licensee shall give consideration to marsh restoration in project impact
areas.

[ S——— - —
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The Licensee shall conduct appropriate and adequate monitoring to measure the
short and long-term environmental impacts of the pipeline construction and to
measure the effectiveness of any marsh restoration measures taken.

The Licensee shall take steps to restore to the control of the Louisiana Wildlife
and Fisheries Commission an amount of comparable marshland equal in area to
that removed from the Wisner Wildlife Management Area due to LOOP
development.

The following mitigative steps are to be taken by the Licensee to ensure the
preservation and enhancement of archaeological sites and historical objects:

Clearly Mark K Historical and Archacological Si

A qualified archaeologist shall clearly mark known historical and archaeological
sites both during LOOP surveying activities and before construction is
commenced. These sites shall be brought to the attention of key personnel
engaged in construction so that the sites will not be inadvertently impacted. No
heavy equipment or other impacting factor or activity shall be permitted within
any site or in its immediate environs.

II .E S II‘ . ] E - :EE' E S 1 : . g ek

The State Historical Preservation Officer must be notified in advance and in a
timely fashion of the time and place of surveying and construction in the
vicinity of known sites. He must be permitted access to such sites during such
activities to ensure that the sites are properly and clearly marked and that due
caution is exercised in the conduct of such activities with regard to the sites.

Notificati f Newly Di | Archaeological and Historical Si

The State Historic Preservation Officer and U.S. Coast Guard must be notified of
the discovery of any previously unknown archaeological and historic sites
during LOOP activities. All reasonable steps shall be taken to preserve the
integrity of such sites. This may include, if necessary, the cessation of activities
adversely affecting the sites until the State Historical Preservation Office and/or
U.S. Coast Guard has had a reasonable opportunity to evaluate such sites and to
recommend appropriate mitigative measures.

An offshore archaeological survey, using methods approved by the State
Historical Preservation Officer and the U.S. Coast Guard, must be conducted by
the Licensee prior to the commencement of any offshore construction. Detailed

S—
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results of the survey, including copies of appropriate charts, logs, tapes, films or
other data forms, must be submitted by the Licensee to the State Historical
Preservation Officer and the U.S. Coast Guard prior to commencement of any
construction.

(8) _Environmental Monitoring

The Licensee shall prepare a detailed environmental monitoring program plan
and submit it to the U.S. Coast Guard. It should include provisions for periodic
re-examination of the physical, chemical, and biological factors investigated
during the baseline surveys contained in the LOOP Environmental Assessment
and Baseline Study submitted with the license application. To be useful,
intensive monitoring should commence shortly before project construction in
the vicinity of the construction sites and potentially impacted areas and should
continue through peak construction periods.

During project operations, a continuous monitoring program designed to ensure
coverage of seasonal variations shall be undertaken. Of particular interest is the
effect of any salinity changes at the reservoir or when brine storage capacity
limitations require discharge into the Gulf of brine which has been in direct
contact with crude oil. Measurements during all phases should focus on
determining the extent of contaminants and effects in the ambient environment
and through pathways of biological uptake.

(9) Phasing of Project Construction

Unless demonstrated to be infeasible or impracticable, the Licensee shall
combine proposed separate pipeline construction efforts for the 36-inch brine
disposal pipeline and the first 48-inch crude oil pipeline, and for all Phase 1, 1I
and III pipelines at major transportation route (e.g., the Intracoastal Waterway,
Highway Louisiana 1, etc.) crossings, so as to lessen or mitigate the probable
adverse environmental impacts associated with such construction.

[T , - nn——
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To: Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov}

From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Wed 3/7/2018 3:03:17 PM

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

FYI

From: Bachman, Roddy C CIV [mailto:Roddy.C.Bachman@uscg.mil]

Sent: Wednesday, March 07, 2018 6:47 AM

To: Lawrence, Rob <Lawrence.Rob@epa.gov>; Yvette Fields <yvette.fields@marad.dot.gov>;
Wade Morefield (wade . morefield@dot.gov) <wade.morefield@dot.gov>; Borland, Curtis
<Curtis.E.Borland@uscg.mil>

Cc: Jones, Bruced <Jones.Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Rob

Just to clarify a little, neither the Coast Guard nor DOT PHMSA (Pipeline and Hazardous
Material and Safety Administration) modified their port operations procedures for bi-directional
flow. LOOP did procedure revisions/additions. The CG and PHMSA reviewed the procedures
and equipment. Per 33 CFR 150, USCG COTP conditionally approved revision to the Port
Operations Manual, pending testing and validation of the procedures during commissioning.

Thanks

Roddy

From: Lawrence, Rob [mailto:Lawrence. Rob@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, March 6, 2018 5:09 PM

To: Yvette Fields <yvette fields@marad.dot.gov>; Wade Morefield (wade. moreficld@dot.gov)
<wade.morefield@dot.gov>; Borland, Curtis <Curtis.E.Borland@uscg.mil>; Bachman, Roddy C
CIV <Roddy.C.Bachman@uscg.mil>
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Cec: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Considering Congressman Garret Graves’ position on the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, I thought that you would be interested in this latest development.

Rob Lawrence
Region 6
Policy Advisor - Energy Issues

214.665.6580

From: Lawrence, Rob

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:41 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

You might want to let Scott and Steve know that there are 2 new discharge points (1 onshore for
stormwater and 1 offshore for the desalination unit [previously discharged in a comingled
manner thru another discharge point]) that have not been included in the existing permit. Also, it
is unclear if the intake structure for the desalination unit was ever examined in the 40 year old
EIS.

And to my knowledge, MARAD is not reissuing the DPA license. LOOP had made the case to
MARAD that the license didn’t need modification to allow export operations. The USCG
Captain of the Port modified their operations plan and DOT PSHMP modified the plan for the
directional flow.

I think that the change in accepting the EPA jurisdiction on water discharges offshore is all part
of the overall denial of EPA jurisdiction of air emissions at the marine terminal.
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Rob Lawrence
Region 6
Policy Advisor - Energy Issues

214.665.6580

From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:25 PM

To: Lawrence, Rob <Lawrence Rob@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

See the email chain from Scott to Steve below

From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:24 PM

To: Sweeney, Stephen <Sweeneyv.Stephen@epa.gov>

Cc: Gillespie, David <Gillespie.David@epa.gov>; Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacev@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Scott’s email to you had more information about the issues than what he send to the Region. 1
am cc’s our water folks maybe they know.

From: Sweeney, Stephen

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:14 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Bruce,
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Does this sound like the full range of legal issues?

On the first one he flags, the CWA says that “discharge of a pollutant” include the
addition of a pollutant from a point sources other than “vessel or other floating craft”
outside a three mile territorial seas, but the relevant EPA reg at 40 CFR 122.2
(definitions) defining the term continues that the excluded source category is for a
“vessel or other floating craft which is being used as a means of transportation.” The
NPDES exclusion regulation at 40 CFR 122.3 explains “... This exclusion does not
apply to rubbish, trash, garbage, or other such materials discharged overboard; nor to
other discharges when the vessel is operating in a capacity other than as a means of
transportation such as when used as an energy or mining facility, a storage facility or a
seafood processing facility, or when secured to a storage facility or a seafood
processing facility, or when secured to the bed of the ocean, contiguous zone or waters
of the United States for the purpose of mineral or oil exploration or development.
Therefore, discharges from an offshore LOOP facility would be discharge of a pollutant
requiring an NPDES permit.

Also, the Deepwater Port Act says that, for CWA purposes, a deepwater port is a “new
source.” The relevance is how CWA section 511(c)(1), which says nothing under the
CWA triggers NEPA except the issuance of an NPDES permit to a “new source” (and
the provision of a federal construction grant for a POTW under CWA section CWA 201
... which is now dead letter law because there are no construction grants under that
section anymore). Therefore, NEPA remains triggered to EPA’s NPDES permitting
action here.

Finally, on the toxicity point Scott makes, the way that would be evaluated under the
CWA is via application of the “ocean discharge criteria” under CWA section 403. The
way the statute reads, it is a “pass/fail” test. Under the implementing regulations, if EPA
is unable to make a determination that there will be “no unreasonable degradation of the
marine environment,” then the regs allow EPA to issue the permit with monitoring
conditions that will enable that determination later (after review of the monitoring resulis)
if EPA makes a determination of “no irreparable harm.”

Thanks,

Steve
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From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:45 PM

To: Sweeney, Stephen <Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

There are some new twists. Loop is claiming that EPA doesn’t have authority to issue the
NPDES permit, even though discharges are to Federal waters (greater than 3 miles offshore).
They are also claiming that no review is needed under NEPA, ESA, or EFH, which would be
true if EPA doesn’t have NPDES authority. That could be the reason for saying that EPA
doesn’t have authority.

The Region believes that NEPA review is needed because only onshore construction activities
were addressed in the original 1980s vintage review. I suggest that they include OGC due to
several legal issues. LOOP supposedly has also recently added outside counsel in the DC area
(Gordon Arbuckle)

The significant water issue appears to be that the discharge is fairly toxic due to the high salinity
(318,500 ppm TDS versus seawater which is around 30,000 ppm TDS) and the part of the
discharge in state waters is made to waters impaired for aquatic life.

MARAD is renewing the port license and LOOP is asking for a modification to allow export
from the facility.

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460
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202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m

From: Sweeney, Stephen

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:30 PM

To: Wilson, Scott <Wilson.Js@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

| recall that the water “issue” was about whether the application was complete.

Is there more than that?

From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:27 PM

To: Conrad, Daniel <conrad.daniel@ecpa.gov>; Sweeney, Stephen
<Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

Something maybe coming your way. FYI

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:01 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

FYI — this coming from the water side...
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From: Dwyer, Stacey

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:00 PM

To: Garcia, David <Garcia.David@epa.gov>; Gray, David <gray.david@epa.gov>
Cc: Hamilton, Denise <Hamilton.Denise@epa.gov>; Lawrence, Rob
<Lawrence.Rob@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina
<Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Importance: High

Please notify Ann immediately.

Stacey

From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 11:26 AM

To: Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacey(@epa.gov>; Larsen, Brent <Larsen.Brent@epa.gov>;
Wooster, Richard <Wooster.Richard@epa.gov>

Subject: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

We were told that Chairman Graves (LA) is planning to call the administrator regarding some
issue with the LOOP permit. Could you let me know what issues he may be raising so I can let
management here know?

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087
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Mail Code: 4203m
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To: Payne, James[payne.james@epa.gov]; Smith, Suzanne[Smith.Suzanne@epa.gov]
Cc: Gillespie, David[Gillespie.David@epa.gov]; Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov}
From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tue 3/6/2018 10:24:46 PM

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Jim 1t looks like a congressman is wanting to talk the Administrator about Loop and water issues.

From: Sweeney, Stephen

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:14 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones.Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Bruce,

Does this sound like the full range of legal issues?

On the first one he flags, the CWA says that “discharge of a pollutant” include the
addition of a pollutant from a point sources other than “vessel or other floating craft”
outside a three mile territorial seas, but the relevant EPA reg at 40 CFR 122.2
(definitions) defining the term continues that the excluded source category is for a
“vessel or other floating craft which is being used as a means of transportation.” The
NPDES exclusion regulation at 40 CFR 122.3 explains “... This exclusion does not
apply to rubbish, trash, garbage, or other such materials discharged overboard; nor to
other discharges when the vessel is operating in a capacity other than as a means of
transportation such as when used as an energy or mining facility, a storage facility or a
seafood processing facility, or when secured to a storage facility or a seafood
processing facility, or when secured to the bed of the ocean, contiguous zone or waters
of the United States for the purpose of mineral or oil exploration or development.
Therefore, discharges from an offshore LOOP facility would be discharge of a pollutant
requiring an NPDES permit.

Also, the Deepwater Port Act says that, for CWA purposes, a deepwater port is a “new
source.” The relevance is how CWA section 511(c)(1), which says nothing under the
CWA triggers NEPA except the issuance of an NPDES permit to a “new source” (and
the provision of a federal construction grant for a POTW under CWA section CWA 201
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... which is now dead letter law because there are no construction grants under that
section anymore). Therefore, NEPA remains triggered to EPA’s NPDES permitting
action here.

Finally, on the toxicity point Scott makes, the way that would be evaluated under the
CWA is via application of the “ocean discharge criteria” under CWA section 403. The
way the statute reads, it is a “pass/fail” test. Under the implementing regulations, if EPA
is unable to make a determination that there will be “no unreasonable degradation of the
marine environment,” then the regs allow EPA to issue the permit with monitoring
conditions that will enable that determination later (after review of the monitoring resulis)
if EPA makes a determination of “no irreparable harm.”

Thanks,

Steve

From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:45 PM

To: Sweeney, Stephen <Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

There are some new twists. Loop is claiming that EPA doesn’t have authority to issue the
NPDES permit, even though discharges are to Federal waters (greater than 3 miles offshore).
They are also claiming that no review is needed under NEPA, ESA, or EFH, which would be
true if EPA doesn’t have NPDES authority. That could be the reason for saying that EPA
doesn’t have authority.

The Region believes that NEPA review is needed because only onshore construction activities
were addressed in the original 1980s vintage review. I suggest that they include OGC due to
several legal issues. LOOP supposedly has also recently added outside counsel in the DC area
(Gordon Arbuckle)
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The significant water issue appears to be that the discharge is fairly toxic due to the high salinity
(318,500 ppm TDS versus seawater which is around 30,000 ppm TDS) and the part of the
discharge in state waters is made to waters impaired for aquatic life.

MARAD is renewing the port license and LOOP is asking for a modification to allow export
from the facility.

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m

From: Sweeney, Stephen

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:30 PM

To: Wilson, Scott <Wilson Js@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

| recall that the water “issue” was about whether the application was complete.

Is there more than that?

From: Jones, Bruced
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Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:27 PM

To: Conrad, Daniel <conrad.daniel@ecpa.gov>; Sweeney, Stephen
<Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

Something maybe coming your way. FYI

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:01 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

FYI — this coming from the water side...

From: Dwyer, Stacey

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:00 PM

To: Garcia, David <Garcia.David@epa.gov>; Gray, David <gray.david@epa.gov>
Cc: Hamilton, Denise <Hamilton.Denise@epa.gov>; Lawrence, Rob
<Lawrence.Rob@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina
<Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Importance: High

Please notify Ann immediately.

Stacey

From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 11:26 AM

To: Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacey(@epa.gov>; Larsen, Brent <Larsen.Brent@epa.gov>;
Wooster, Richard <Wooster.Richard@epa.gov>

Subject: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
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We were told that Chairman Graves (LA) is planning to call the administrator regarding some
issue with the LOOP permit. Could you let me know what issues he may be raising so I can let

management here know?

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m

ED_001774D_00000238-00005






To: Jones, Bruced[Jones.Bruced@epa.gov}; Sweeney, Stephen[Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov}
Cc: Gillespie, David[Gillespie.David@epa.gov]; Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov}
From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tue 3/6/2018 9:02:51 PM

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Thanks for the update. Stacey Dwyer had told me that MARAD was renewing the license. I
expect that Rob’s explanation below is accurate.

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m

From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 3:47 PM

To: Sweeney, Stephen <Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>; Wilson, Scott <Wilson.Js@epa.gov>
Cc: Gillespie, David <Gillespie.David@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

From: Lawrence, Rob

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:40 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

ED_001774D_00000239-00001





You might want to let Scott and Steve know that there are 2 new discharge points (1 onshore for
stormwater and 1 offshore for the desalination unit [previously discharged in a comingled
manner thru another discharge point]) that have not been included in the existing permit. Also, it
is unclear if the intake structure for the desalination unit was ever examined in the 40 year old
EIS.

And to my knowledge, MARAD is not reissuing the DPA license. LOOP had made the case to
MARAD that the license didn’t need modification to allow export operations. The USCG
Captain of the Port modified their operations plan and DOT PSHMP modified the plan for the
directional flow.

I think that the change in accepting the EPA jurisdiction on water discharges offshore is all part
of the overall denial of EPA jurisdiction of air emissions at the marine terminal.

Rob Lawrence
Region 6
Policy Advisor - Energy Issues

214.665.6580

From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:25 PM

To: Lawrence, Rob <Lawrence Rob@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

See the email chain from Scott to Steve below

From: Jones, Bruced
Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:24 PM
To: Sweeney, Stephen <Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>
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Cc: Gillespie, David <Gillespie.David@epa.gov>; Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacev@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Scott’s email to you had more information about the issues than what he send to the Region. 1
am cc’s our water folks maybe they know.

From: Sweeney, Stephen

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:14 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Bruce,

Does this sound like the full range of legal issues?

On the first one he flags, the CWA says that “discharge of a pollutant” include the
addition of a pollutant from a point sources other than “vessel or other floating craft”
outside a three mile territorial seas, but the relevant EPA reg at 40 CFR 122.2
(definitions) defining the term continues that the excluded source category is for a
“vessel or other floating craft which is being used as a means of transportation.” The
NPDES exclusion regulation at 40 CFR 122.3 explains “... This exclusion does not
apply to rubbish, trash, garbage, or other such materials discharged overboard; nor to
other discharges when the vessel is operating in a capacity other than as a means of
transportation such as when used as an energy or mining facility, a storage facility or a
seafood processing facility, or when secured to a storage facility or a seafood
processing facility, or when secured to the bed of the ocean, contiguous zone or waters
of the United States for the purpose of mineral or oil exploration or development.
Therefore, discharges from an offshore LOOP facility would be discharge of a pollutant
requiring an NPDES permit.

Also, the Deepwater Port Act says that, for CWA purposes, a deepwater port is a “new
source.” The relevance is how CWA section 511(c)(1), which says nothing under the
CWA triggers NEPA except the issuance of an NPDES permit to a “new source” (and
the provision of a federal construction grant for a POTW under CWA section CWA 201
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... which is now dead letter law because there are no construction grants under that
section anymore). Therefore, NEPA remains triggered to EPA’s NPDES permitting
action here.

Finally, on the toxicity point Scott makes, the way that would be evaluated under the
CWA is via application of the “ocean discharge criteria” under CWA section 403. The
way the statute reads, it is a “pass/fail” test. Under the implementing regulations, if EPA
is unable to make a determination that there will be “no unreasonable degradation of the
marine environment,” then the regs allow EPA to issue the permit with monitoring
conditions that will enable that determination later (after review of the monitoring resulis)
if EPA makes a determination of “no irreparable harm.”

Thanks,

Steve

From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:45 PM

To: Sweeney, Stephen <Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

There are some new twists. Loop is claiming that EPA doesn’t have authority to issue the
NPDES permit, even though discharges are to Federal waters (greater than 3 miles offshore).
They are also claiming that no review is needed under NEPA, ESA, or EFH, which would be
true if EPA doesn’t have NPDES authority. That could be the reason for saying that EPA
doesn’t have authority.

The Region believes that NEPA review is needed because only onshore construction activities
were addressed in the original 1980s vintage review. I suggest that they include OGC due to
several legal issues. LOOP supposedly has also recently added outside counsel in the DC area
(Gordon Arbuckle)
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The significant water issue appears to be that the discharge is fairly toxic due to the high salinity
(318,500 ppm TDS versus seawater which is around 30,000 ppm TDS) and the part of the
discharge in state waters is made to waters impaired for aquatic life.

MARAD is renewing the port license and LOOP is asking for a modification to allow export
from the facility.

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m

From: Sweeney, Stephen

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:30 PM

To: Wilson, Scott <Wilson Js@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

| recall that the water “issue” was about whether the application was complete.

Is there more than that?

From: Jones, Bruced
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Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:27 PM

To: Conrad, Daniel <conrad.daniel@ecpa.gov>; Sweeney, Stephen
<Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

Something maybe coming your way. FYI

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:01 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

FYI — this coming from the water side...

From: Dwyer, Stacey

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:00 PM

To: Garcia, David <Garcia.David@epa.gov>; Gray, David <gray.david@epa.gov>
Cc: Hamilton, Denise <Hamilton.Denise@epa.gov>; Lawrence, Rob
<Lawrence.Rob@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina
<Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Importance: High

Please notify Ann immediately.

Stacey

From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 11:26 AM

To: Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacey(@epa.gov>; Larsen, Brent <Larsen.Brent@epa.gov>;
Wooster, Richard <Wooster.Richard@epa.gov>

Subject: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
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We were told that Chairman Graves (LA) is planning to call the administrator regarding some
issue with the LOOP permit. Could you let me know what issues he may be raising so I can let

management here know?

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m
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To: Sweeney, Stephen[Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov]; Wilson, ScottfWiison.Js@epa.gov]
Cc: Gillespie, David[Gillespie.David@epa.gov]; Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov}
From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tue 3/6/2018 8:47:09 PM

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

From: Lawrence, Rob

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:40 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones.Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

You might want to let Scott and Steve know that there are 2 new discharge points (1 onshore for
stormwater and 1 offshore for the desalination unit [previously discharged in a comingled
manner thru another discharge point]) that have not been included in the existing permit. Also, it
is unclear if the intake structure for the desalination unit was ever examined in the 40 year old
EIS.

And to my knowledge, MARAD is not reissuing the DPA license. LOOP had made the case to
MARAD that the license didn’t need modification to allow export operations. The USCG
Captain of the Port modified their operations plan and DOT PSHMP modified the plan for the
directional flow.

I think that the change in accepting the EPA jurisdiction on water discharges offshore is all part
of the overall denial of EPA jurisdiction of air emissions at the marine terminal.

Rob Lawrence
Region 6
Policy Advisor - Energy Issues

214.665.6580
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From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:25 PM

To: Lawrence, Rob <Lawrence Rob@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

See the email chain from Scott to Steve below

From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:24 PM

To: Sweeney, Stephen <Sweeneyv.Stephen@epa.gov>

Cc: Gillespie, David <Gillespie.David@epa.gov>; Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacev@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Scott’s email to you had more information about the issues than what he send to the Region. 1
am cc’s our water folks maybe they know.

From: Sweeney, Stephen

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:14 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Bruce,

Does this sound like the full range of legal issues?

On the first one he flags, the CWA says that “discharge of a pollutant” include the
addition of a pollutant from a point sources other than “vessel or other floating craft’
outside a three mile territorial seas, but the relevant EPA reg at 40 CFR 122.2
(definitions) defining the term continues that the excluded source category is for a
“vessel or other floating craft which is being used as a means of transportation.” The
NPDES exclusion regulation at 40 CFR 122.3 explains “... This exclusion does not
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apply to rubbish, trash, garbage, or other such materials discharged overboard; nor to
other discharges when the vessel is operating in a capacity other than as a means of
transportation such as when used as an energy or mining facility, a storage facility or a
seafood processing facility, or when secured to a storage facility or a seafood
processing facility, or when secured to the bed of the ocean, contiguous zone or waters
of the United States for the purpose of mineral or oil exploration or development.
Therefore, discharges from an offshore LOOP facility would be discharge of a pollutant
requiring an NPDES permit.

Also, the Deepwater Port Act says that, for CWA purposes, a deepwater port is a “new
source.” The relevance is how CWA section 511(c)(1), which says nothing under the
CWA triggers NEPA except the issuance of an NPDES permit to a “new source” (and
the provision of a federal construction grant for a POTW under CWA section CWA 201
... which is now dead letter law because there are no construction grants under that
section anymore). Therefore, NEPA remains triggered to EPA’s NPDES permitting
action here.

Finally, on the toxicity point Scott makes, the way that would be evaluated under the
CWA is via application of the “ocean discharge criteria” under CWA section 403. The
way the statute reads, it is a “pass/fail” test. Under the implementing regulations, if EPA
is unable to make a determination that there will be “no unreasonable degradation of the
marine environment,” then the regs allow EPA to issue the permit with monitoring
conditions that will enable that determination later (after review of the monitoring resulis)
if EPA makes a determination of “no irreparable harm.”

Thanks,

Steve

From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:45 PM

To: Sweeney, Stephen <Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
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There are some new twists. Loop is claiming that EPA doesn’t have authority to issue the
NPDES permit, even though discharges are to Federal waters (greater than 3 miles offshore).
They are also claiming that no review is needed under NEPA, ESA, or EFH, which would be
true if EPA doesn’t have NPDES authority. That could be the reason for saying that EPA
doesn’t have authority.

The Region believes that NEPA review is needed because only onshore construction activities
were addressed in the original 1980s vintage review. I suggest that they include OGC due to
several legal issues. LOOP supposedly has also recently added outside counsel in the DC area
(Gordon Arbuckle)

The significant water issue appears to be that the discharge is fairly toxic due to the high salinity
(318,500 ppm TDS versus seawater which is around 30,000 ppm TDS) and the part of the
discharge in state waters is made to waters impaired for aquatic life.

MARAD is renewing the port license and LOOP is asking for a modification to allow export
from the facility.

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m

From: Sweeney, Stephen
Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:30 PM
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To: Wilson, Scott <Wilson.Js@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

| recall that the water “issue” was about whether the application was complete.

Is there more than that?

From: Jones, Bruced

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 2:27 PM

To: Conrad, Daniel <conrad.daniel@ecpa.gov>; Sweeney, Stephen
<Sweeney.Stephen@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

Something maybe coming your way. FYI

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:01 PM

To: Jones, Bruced <Jones Bruced@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator
Importance: High

FYI — this coming from the water side...

From: Dwyer, Stacey

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:00 PM

To: Garcia, David <Garcia.David@epa.gov>; Gray, David <gray.david@epa.gov>
Cc: Hamilton, Denise <Hamilton.Denise@epa.gov>; Lawrence, Rob
<Lawrence.Rob@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina
<Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Importance: High
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Please notify Ann immediately.

Stacey

From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 11:26 AM

To: Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacey(@epa.gov>; Larsen, Brent <Larsen.Brent@epa.gov>;
Wooster, Richard <Wooster.Richard@epa.gov>

Subject: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

We were told that Chairman Graves (LA) is planning to call the administrator regarding some
issue with the LOOP permit. Could you let me know what issues he may be raising so I can let
management here know?

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m
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To: Dwyer, Stacey[Dwyer.Stacey@epa.govl; Garcia, David[Garcia.David@epa.gov]

Cc: Hamilton, Denise[Hamilton.Denise@epa.gov}; Lawrence, Rob[Lawrence.Rob@epa.gov};
Payne, James[payne.james@epa.gov]; Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.govl; Harrison,
Ben[Harrison.Ben@epa.gov}

From: Gray, David

Sent: Tue 3/6/2018 6:02:55 PM

Subject: RE: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Louisiana Offshore Oil Port (LOOP), LLC, Deepwater Port Complex, Louisiana

LOOP is the only port in the U.S. capable of offloading a wide range of vessels including Ultra
Large Crude Carriers (ULCC) and Very Large Crude Carriers (VLCC) down to Medium Range
(MR) Tankers. LOOP is a joint venture of Marathon Pipe Line LLC, Valero Terminal and
Distribution Company, and Shell Oil Company. LOOP, regulated by both state, EPA and
Maritime Administration, is looking to add export capability to its operations and may need new
water and air permits. The water discharge permit is issued jointly by the state of Louisiana and
Region 6, and the existing permit expired years ago. The Louisiana Department of
Environmental Quality and Region 6 have been working with the facility to renew the discharge
permit and incorporated whole effluent toxicity (WET) requirements for their brine discharge.
LOOP most recently has taken the position that it does not require any federal permits (air or
water) for its operations. This issue remains unresolved. We are hoping to meet with company
officials to discuss this soon, and coordinating closely with LDEQ Dr. Brown.

From: Dwyer, Stacey

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:00 PM

To: Garcia, David <Garcia.David@epa.gov>; Gray, David <gray.david@epa.gov>
Cc: Hamilton, Denise <Hamilton.Denise(@epa.gov>; Lawrence, Rob
<Lawrence.Rob@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina
<Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

Importance: High

Please notify Ann immediately.
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Stacey

From: Wilson, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 11:26 AM

To: Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacey(@epa.gov>; Larsen, Brent <Larsen.Brent@epa.gov>;
Wooster, Richard <Wooster.Richard@epa.gov>

Subject: LOOP Permit Congressional call with the Administrator

We were told that Chairman Graves (LA) is planning to call the administrator regarding some
issue with the LOOP permit. Could you let me know what issues he may be raising so I can let
management here know?

Scott Wilson

Acting Chief

Industrial Permits Branch

USEPA Office of Wastewater Management
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20460

202-564-6087

Mail Code: 4203m
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To: gordonai23@earthlink.net{gordona123@earthlink.net];
Thardy@roedelparsons.com{Thardy@roedelparsons.com}

Cc: Robinson, Jeffrey[Robinson.Jeffrey@epa.gov]; Jones, Bruced{Jones.Bruced@epa.govl;
Shaikh, Taimur[Shaikh.Taimur@epa.gov}; Dwyer, Stacey[Dwyer.Stacey@epa.gov]; Magee,
Melanie[Magee.Melanie@epa.gov]; Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov}

From: Lawrence, Rob

Sent: Mon 3/5/2018 7:10:33 PM

Subject: RE: Follow-up on LOOP air issues and February 23rd conversation

Thanks Tim for the call on Friday, February 23 letting us know that it would be a week or two
before LOOP would be in a position to hold a meeting or conversation about the air permitting
issues. Earlier today, our division management asked if we had received any communication
since the February 23 short phone discussion. I told them no, but I would check to see if we
would hear this week and be in a position to have the meeting / conservation in the very near
future.

Rob Lawrence
Region 6
Policy Advisor - Energy Issues

214.665.6580

From: Lawrence, Rob

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2018 11:46 AM

To: 'gordonal 23(@earthlink.net' <gordonal23@earthlink.net>; 'Thardy@roedelparsons.com’
<Thardy@roedelparsons.com>

Cc: Robinson, Jeffrey <Robinson.Jeffrey@epa.gov>; Jones, Bruced <Jones.Bruced@epa.gov>;
Shaikh, Taimur <Shaikh.Taimur@epa.gov>; Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacey@epa.gov>; Magee,
Melanie <Magee.Melanie@epa.gov>

Subject: Follow-up on LOOP air issues

Tim and Gordon -

As a follow-up to our conversation on February 12 regarding LOOP’s Offshore Marine
Terminal, | wanted to reiterate that EPA wants to hold a technical discussion with our air
program, LDEQ air permitting staff and the technical staff at LOOP. Melanie had sent
an email on February 16, 2018 summarizing the conference call and requested that you
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review it for completeness and accuracy. To date, we have had no response.

Please let us know if you have any of the information items outlined below and if the
information is available for EPA’s review. If additional response time is needed, please
let me know when we may expect to receive the information. We understand the
importance of LOOP’s Offshore Marine Terminal and receiving the information listed in
the email below would help ensure that we are providing timely responses.

From Melanie’s February 16" email:

In support of your positions regarding EPA CAA jurisdiction and potential CAA
obligations, you had offered to send EPA the following:

1) A BOEM-issued Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) Lease to support that the Offshore
Marine Terminal is an operator of an OCS lease;

2) Technical documentation to support that the Offshore Marine Terminal is actively
involved in the exploration and production of oil (as defined by the OCSLA) on the
BOEM-issued OCS lease for the Offshore Marine Terminal;

3) An air emissions inventory for the Offshore Marine Terminal operation that includes
all sources of air emissions from the current offshore marine terminal and the sources of
air emissions from the bi-directional flow modification project.

4) Contact name(s) and information for LOOP company representative(s) and
technical contact(s) to participate in a follow-up meeting/conference call regarding
potential CAA obligations.

ltem #4 is critical to starting the dialogue process. If | can be of any additional
assistance, please feel free to email or call me or Melanie Magee at 214.665.7161 or
magee.melanie@epa.gov.

Rob Lawrence

Region 6
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Policy Advisor - Energy Issues

214.665.6580
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To: Alvarado, Tina]Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov}
From: Chen, Isaac

Sent: Wed 2/21/2018 7:31:14 PM

Subject: RE: Note on LOOP ESA Consultation

Sure. I will be in the office tomorrow.

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2018 1:28 PM
To: Chen, Isaac <Chen.Isaac@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Note on LOOP ESA Consultation

Yes — I have notes. I don’t have them with me, though. Want to meet tomorrow to discuss?

From: Chen, Isaac

Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2018 1:06 PM
To: Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>
Subject: Note on LOOP ESA Consultation

Tina,

I heard that you have all notes from the meeting with NMFS on ESA discussions on LOOP.
Would you please provide me information I need to focus on for a BE. I was told to prepare a
draft BE in two weeks. Thanks.

Isaac
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To: Dwyer, Stacey[Dwyer.Stacey@epa.govl; Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov]
Cc: Hamilton, Denise[Hamilton.Denise@epa.gov}; Larsen, Brent[Larsen.Brent@epa.gov]
From: Chen, Isaac

Sent: Fri 3/2/2018 3:33:01 PM

Subject: RE: Discussion on NEPA-LOOP (Call in number)--- 9:30 am TODAY

No one join the call yet. It's 9:33

From: Dwyer, Stacey

Sent: Friday, March 02, 2018 9:01 AM

To: Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Chen, Isaac <Chen.Isaac@epa.gov>

Cc: Hamilton, Denise <Hamilton.Denise@epa.gov>; Larsen, Brent <Larsen.Brent@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Discussion on NEPA-LOOP (Call in number)--- 9:30 am TODAY

Importance: High

Call in number is 1-202-991-0477. Conference |D is 2460388.

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Friday, March 02, 2018 8:53 AM

To: Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacey@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Discussion on NEPA-LOOP

Okay -

From: Dwyer, Stacey

Sent: Friday, March 02, 2018 8:38 AM

To: Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado. Tina@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Discussion on NEPA-LOOP

It is just internal discussion. I will send out a call in number.
Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 2, 2018, at 8:31 AM, Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov> wrote:

Stacey — | am teleworking today. I'm not sure if this will be an internal discussion or if it will
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be with LOOP. s there a call-in number or do you just want to call me from your office?

From: Dwyer, Stacey

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 11:18 AM

To: Dwyer, Stacey; Alvarado, Tina; Hamilton, Denise; Chen, Isaac

Subject: Discussion on NEPA-LOOP

When: Friday, March 02, 2018 9:30 AM-10:30 AM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US &
Canada).

Where: Stacey's Office

Discussion on LOOP’s application and information that may be needed for them to develop
the document.
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To: Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov]; Harrison, Ben[Harrison.Ben@epa.gov}
Cc: Gillespie, David[Gillespie.David@epa.gov]; Jones, Bruced[Jones.Bruced@epa.gov]
From: Smith, Suzanne

Sent: Fri 2/16/2018 8:03:21 PM

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

It looks like Jim specifically asked about the water component, but there are significant air
issues with LOOP. LOOP has asserted a number of arguments to provide justification as to why
it does not need an air permit. We have not seen any facts to support the absence of an air
permit. However, we have requested that they send us any documentation they may have to
support the notion that they do not need an air permit. Because of the significant amount of time
they have operated without an air permit (20+ years), the lack of an air permit may become an
issue raised to senior management.

Suzanne J. Smith | Multimedia Counseling Branch Chief

Office of Regional Counsel | EPA Region 6 | 214.665.8027

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2018 4:59 PM

To: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Cc: Gillespie, David <Gillespie.David@epa.gov>; Jones, Bruced <Jones.Bruced@epa.gov>;
Smith, Suzanne <Smith.Suzanne@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

| expect that David Garcia will provide an update, but here is where we are on the cross-cutters:

O 71 David Garcia, Stacey, Taim and | met with NOAA (Habitat Conservation and ESA)
and USFWS Feb 7-8

000000 Magnuson Stevens - NOAA has sent an email that based on our conversations
were and the discharges, they have no issues and consider consultation completed.

e T ESA — Based on conversations with both USFWS and NOAA, the Water Division
WI|| prepare a BE and engage in informal consultation with the services.

TTNEPA — LOOP has agreed to prepare a draft EA limited to the discharges covered
by the permit.

Cc:ing Bruce because there is an air component to this as well. If they need an air permit, then
there will be ESA compliance for that too, but that will be down the road.
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Wren and David have already given Anne a heads up, but there is a joint program briefing
scheduled for the RA on the 26".

From: Harrison, Ben

Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2018 3:31 PM

To: Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado. Tina@epa.gov>
Cc: Gillespie, David <Gillespie.David@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: LOOP Next Steps

Can you shoot me an update and some talking points for me to provide sr staff? David, can you
get me a paragraph on the facility? Seems like there are some odd features, it pipes to a cavern
onshore which discharges to State waters but the facility also discharges to federal waters hence
the joint permit?

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 15, 2018, at 2:57 PM, Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov> wrote:

Thanks everybody.

Ben — pls provide a mini briefing on this matter at this Tues 9am weekly meet, particularly
as Div of Water raised/asked at weekly meet yesterday.

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:28 AM

To: Gillespie, David <Gillespie David@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.qov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

David, Stacey and | will just be telling LOOP what they need to do for the cross-cutters
based on our meetings with USFWS and NOAA last week. We are not really going to talk
about the permit proper. David and Stacey will be in the Red River conference room at
1:30.
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From: Gillespie, David

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:20 AM

To: Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.lames@epa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison Ben@epa.qov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

Could you please provide me with the info for the call this afternoon (when, where, any
background documents)? | don’t have anything on it

Thanks.

David Gillespie

gillespie.david@epa.gov

(214) 665-7467

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:17 AM

To: Gillespie, David <Gillespie David@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison Ben@epa.qov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

Here is the final letter. David, Stacey and | will be on a call with LOOP this afternoon re:
NEPA and ESA requirements for the NPDES permit. Bruce is still working with the air
program and LOOP attorneys on the air permitting side.
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From: Gillespie, David

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:11 AM

To: Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>

Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.qov>
Subject: FW: LOOP Next Steps

Jim,

These draft documents are the latest | have received (I didn’t have any further comments
on the draft LOOP letter). | have not seen any briefing sheets yet.

David

David Gillespie

gillespie.david@epa.gov

(214) 665-7467

From: Magee, Melanie

Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2018 4:50 PM

To: McGee, Tomika <McGee. Tomika@epa.gov>; Stenger, Wren
<stenger.wrencepa.gov>; Price, Lisa <Price.Lisa@epa.gov>; Garcia, David
<Garcia.David@epa.gov>; Robinson, Jeffrey <Robinson. Jeffrey@epa.gov>; Donaldson,
Guy <Donaldson. Guy@epa.gov>; Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer. Stacey@epa.gov>; Jones,
Bruced <Jones.Bruced@epa.gov>; Gillespie, David <Gillespie. David@epa.gov>; Shaikh,
Taimur <Shaikh. Taimur@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Lawrence,
Rob <Lawrence Rob@epa.gov>

Cc: Smith, Suzanne <Smith.Suzanne@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: LOOP Next Steps
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All

3

Attached is a copy of the draft letter to LOOP and the revised Air Issue Briefing. Air
and Water edits have been included with the attached version. ORC, if you have
any additional comments or concerns, please advise.

Thanks, Melanie

From: McGee, Tomika

Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2018 9:21 AM

To: McGee, Tomika; Stenger, Wren; Price, Lisa; Garcia, David; Robinson, Jeffrey;
Donaldson, Guy; Magee, Melanie; Dwyer, Stacey; Jones, Bruced; Gillespie, David; Shaikh,
Taimur; Alvarado, Tina; Lawrence, Rob

Cc: Smith, Suzanne

Subject: LOOP Next Steps

When: Thursday, February 1, 2018 1:00 PM-1:45 PM.

Where: 7th FIr. Little Rock Conf. Rm.
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To: Alvarado, TinaAlvarado.Tina@epa.gov]
Cc: Gillespie, David[Gillespie.David@epa.gov}
From: Harrison, Ben

Sent: Thur 2/15/2018 9:30:45 PM

Subject: Re: LOOP Next Steps

Can you shoot me an update and some talking points for me to provide sr staff? David, can you
get me a paragraph on the facility? Seems like there are some odd features, it pipes to a cavern
onshore which discharges to State waters but the facility also discharges to federal waters hence
the joint permit?

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 15, 2018, at 2:57 PM, Payne, James <payne.james{@epa.gov> wrote:

Thanks everybody.

Ben — pls provide a mini briefing on this matter at this Tues 9am weekly meet, particularly
as Div of Water raised/asked at weekly meet yesterday.

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:28 AM

To: Gillespie, David <Gillespie David@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

David, Stacey and | will just be telling LOOP what they need to do for the cross-cutters
based on our meetings with USFWS and NOAA last week. We are not really going to talk
about the permit proper. David and Stacey will be in the Red River conference room at
1:30.

From: Gillespie, David

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:20 AM

To: Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.lamesfepa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps
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Could you please provide me with the info for the call this afternoon (when, where, any
background documents)? | don’t have anything on it

Thanks.

David Gillespie

gillespic.david@epa.gov

(214) 665-7467

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:17 AM

To: Gillespie, David <Gillespie David@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

Here is the final letter. David, Stacey and | will be on a call with LOOP this afternoon re:
NEPA and ESA requirements for the NPDES permit. Bruce is still working with the air
program and LOOP attorneys on the air permitting side.

From: Gillespie, David

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:11 AM

To: Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>

Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: LOOP Next Steps
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Jim,

These draft documents are the latest | have received (I didn’t have any further comments
on the draft LOOP letter). | have not seen any briefing sheets yet.

David

David Gillespie

gillespic.david@epa.gov

(214) 665-7467

From: Magee, Melanie

Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2018 4:50 PM

To: McGee, Tomika <McGee. Tomika@epa.gov>; Stenger, Wren
<stenger.wren@epa.gov>; Price, Lisa <Price.Lisa@epa.gov>; Garcia, David
<Garcia.David@epa.gov>; Robinson, Jeffrey <Robinson Jeffrey@epa.gov>; Donaldson,
Guy <Donaldson. Guy@epa.gov>; Dwyer, Stacey <Dwyer.Stacey@epa.gov>; Jones,
Bruced <Jones.Bruced@epa.gov>; Gillespie, David <Gillespie David@epa.gov>; Shaikh,
Taimur <Shaikh. Taimur@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Lawrence,
Rob <Lawrence Rob@epa.gov>

Cc: Smith, Suzanne <Smith.Suzanne@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: LOOP Next Steps

All

3

Attached is a copy of the draft letter to LOOP and the revised Air Issue Briefing. Air
and Water edits have been included with the attached version. ORC, if you have

ED_001774D_00000459-00003





any additional comments or concerns, please advise.

Thanks, Melanie

From: McGee, Tomika

Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2018 9:21 AM

To: McGee, Tomika; Stenger, Wren; Price, Lisa; Garcia, David; Robinson, Jeffrey;
Donaldson, Guy; Magee, Melanie; Dwyer, Stacey; Jones, Bruced; Gillespie, David; Shaikh,
Taimur; Alvarado, Tina; Lawrence, Rob

Cc: Smith, Suzanne

Subject: LOOP Next Steps

When: Thursday, February 1, 2018 1:00 PM-1:45 PM.

Where: 7th FIr. Little Rock Conf. Rm.
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To: Alvarado, Tina[Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov}; Gillespie, David[Gillespie.David@epa.gov}; Harrison,
Ben[Harrison.Ben@epa.gov}

From: Payne, James

Sent: Thur 2/15/2018 8:57:33 PM

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

Thanks everybody.

Ben — pls provide a mini briefing on this matter at this Tues 9am weekly meet, particularly as Div
of Water raised/asked at weekly meet yesterday.

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:28 AM

To: Gillespie, David <Gillespie.David@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

David, Stacey and | will just be telling LOOP what they need to do for the cross-cutters based on
our meetings with USFWS and NOAA last week. We are not really going to talk about the
permit proper. David and Stacey will be in the Red River conference room at 1:30.

From: Gillespie, David

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:20 AM

To: Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.lames@epa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison Ben@epa.qov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

Could you please provide me with the info for the call this afternoon (when, where, any
background documents)? | don’t have anything on it

Thanks.
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David Gillespie

gillespie.david@epa.gov

(214) 665-7467

From: Alvarado, Tina

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:17 AM

To: Gillespie, David <Gillespie David@epa.gov>; Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>
Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.qov>

Subject: RE: LOOP Next Steps

Here is the final letter. David, Stacey and | will be on a call with LOOP this afternoon re: NEPA
and ESA requirements for the NPDES permit. Bruce is still working with the air program and
LOOP attorneys on the air permitting side.

From: Gillespie, David

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 10:11 AM

To: Payne, James <payne.james@epa.gov>

Cc: Harrison, Ben <Harrison.Ben@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina <Alvarado.Tina@epa.qov>
Subject: FW: LOOP Next Steps

Jim,

These draft documents are the latest | have received (I didn't have any further comments on the
draft LOOP letter). | have not seen any briefing sheets yet.

David
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David Gillespie

gillespie.david@epa.gov

(214) 665-7467

From: Magee, Melanie

Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2018 4:50 PM

To: McGee, Tomika <McGee Tomika@epa.gov>; Stenger, Wren <stenger.wren@epa.gov>;
Price, Lisa <Price.Lisa@epa.gov>; Garcia, David <Garcia.David@epa.gov>; Robinson, Jeffrey
<Robinson. Jeffrey@epa.gov>; Donaldson, Guy <Donaldson.Guy@epa.gov>; Dwyer, Stacey
<Dwyer. Stacey@epa.gov>; Jones, Bruced <Jones.Bruced@epa.gov>; Gillespie, David
<Gillespie.David@epa.gov>; Shaikh, Taimur <Shaikh. Taimur@epa.gov>; Alvarado, Tina
<Alvarado. Tina@epa.gov>; Lawrence, Rob <Lawrence. Robfepa.gov>

Cc: Smith, Suzanne <Smith.Suzanne@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: LOOP Next Steps

All

3

Attached is a copy of the draft letter to LOOP and the revised Air Issue Briefing. Air and
Water edits have been included with the attached version. ORC, if you have any
additional comments or concerns, please advise.

Thanks, Melanie

From: McGee, Tomika

Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2018 9:21 AM

To: McGee, Tomika; Stenger, Wren; Price, Lisa; Garcia, David; Robinson, Jeffrey; Donaldson,
Guy; Magee, Melanie; Dwyer, Stacey; Jones, Bruced; Gillespie, David; Shaikh, Taimur;
Alvarado, Tina; Lawrence, Rob

Cc: Smith, Suzanne
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Subject: LOOP Next Steps
When: Thursday, February 1, 2018 1:00 PM-1:45 PM.
Where: 7th FIr. Little Rock Conf. Rm.
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